Sccret  Service has
cevents surrounding the case
Lot Anthony Blunt, th(‘ former
iSurveyor  of  the Queen's
ll’iuuros, who was exposed
as a lormer Russian spy. The
inquirics are believed to
l centre on one man, a former
‘MI‘S agent, and th(‘ role he
i played in the Blunt alfair.

' The Sccret Service hecame
suspicions of the former MIS
cagent  only  recenlly.  cven
“tnough Bluni, now 74, was pub-
licly exposed in 1979—-15 years
atter he had been confronted
wilth his activities on behalf of

and now shuns publicity. worked
for many ycars inside M5 and
gave the TRuossians many  of
Britain’s  most closely-guarded
secrets belore and alter
war.

The file on

the Blunt affair
and the way he was given
immunity from prosgculion sn
1964 is being closely examined.
Detailed  inquiries,  including
checking the service record of
a former MID agenl, are being
made. 1t is thought that he
has recently been interviewed
about the Blunt affair, althongh
this cannot be confirmed.

‘Under suspicion’
Whitchall sources
as tar jas thea could
the forter M5 aden
stili o o0 a ip his
is only under suspicion.
ever, they admit that the lact
~that the Sccret  Service s
making inquirics into his role
in the affair contirms fears
voiced at the time of Rlunt's
exposure that intelligence have
never bheen fully satisfed that
other KGR agents were not
working inside MI5. '

When the office of the Direc-
tor of Public Prosccutions was
asked about a new investigation
sinto the Blunt aflair, in par-
ticnlarly the role ot a former
ATS agent, a spokesman said:
“We can ncither confirm nor
denv that an investigation is
being carried out or has been
carried out.”

When Blunt was eiven im-
munity from prosecution  in
1961, tho hmd of '\'lln was S
Roger

~sait that
’«ch‘ihh.
[ TN
sialies,
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the KGB.
Blunt, who was stripped of
his knighthood by the Quecn.

the
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HI
‘ re-opened inguiries into

1973, but there have been un-
substantiated allegations sinte
that he was involved with the
Russians,

“The way Blumt was given
immunity has been criticised.

It is obvious that the present
itquiry will go deeply into he,
immunity question and whethe:
any other agents were m\olvcd

MPs’ concern =«
Our Porirical, CORRESPONDEN?

writes: Although there was no
official confirmation in  White-
halt Jast night that the new

Ainquiry was undu way, it was

beimg emphasised that the hlv\
on Blunt and Hollis remanien
under constant scrutiny.

Some  Government  sources
also made clear that they bes
lieved the  security  services
might welt have decided to
reopen the case, particularly in
view of the fact that new
revelations about MI5,  and
possible  Savict - penetration at
the centre of the services, were
about to break.

The latest disclosures will
almost certainly lead to {re<h
concern in Parliament over the
Blunt case. A number of MDs
have made clear that they still
fear the truc oxtent of Soviet
penetration  has  not  been
revealed, despite detailed state-
ments from Mrs Thatcher,

The Prime Minister is due
to receive c.hm‘xly a ,ropmt
from the Secyrity Commission,
headed by Lord Bndah -on the
rliccrivencss ot positive  vel-

1 proccdures following the
v. . of Geoffrev Prime, who
was jailed for 30 years afier

ddmnhnz selling secrets from
the Lmvr-nmonls communic’
tions centrg at Cheltenham b
the Russigns:

Any fresh revelations aboy’
spying, particularly if it @
volves the' security sevvices, !
bound to jacrease palhamm
tary pressure {rom somc o
pondcn! ‘watchdog lo monit
their activities.
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